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for the Benate to refuse ratificaty
of & treaty, espegially of a’ treaty
that has been Initlated and drafted
,by oitr ‘own Government. With all
ldue respect Lo the position of the
. Administration, I féel, however, that
the Antarctic treaty ls one instance
where ‘the refusal of ratific=tion
. would be justified.
The Antarctic treaty represents
an unwarranted surrender of our

srives the Soviet Unien a status in
the Antarctic to which it is not en-
titled: and it constitutes a potentisl
danger to the free world's security.

In their letter -of June 28, five

would be to relinquish our rights.
i the Antarctic. I believe that Dr.
I*hil.p Jessup was much more realis-
tic when he sald in his testimony

~ ‘hetore the Forelgn Relations Comn-
+mittee: "It would prevent the devel-.
oprnent of previously msserted claims
ot other countries to parts of the
Antaretic.”

If-this is true, how can one pos-.
sibly argue that the treaty would
not. prevent the dcvelopment of our
own rights into claims, and, after
this, the formal developments of
our claims?

Rights in Ares
Moreover, the treaty prohibits any

ties carrled on over the next thirty
years. I think it is a matter of ele«
mentary logic that the denial of 'any
right to.claim based on future Ac-
tivities invalidates, or at least seyl-
. ously weakens, our own 1ights and
the rights of other nations based
on previous explyratory activities,
The lctter fron) the professors also
stated: “The Russian interest in the
Antarctic goes back * * * as far as

hausen in 1819-21." This is nothing
<hort of outrpgecus. Admiral von
Bellingshauser) sighted two islands
\ving off the Antarctic continent,
and he never diaimed that he sighted
anything mew,  From 1831° untll
1958, when 7w International Geo-
physical Yesy ot under way, not,

an Antarct'es o even explored ity

, hard-won rights fn the Antarctic; it -

Wesr Coast university professors de-’
nied thal the effect:of the treaty’

clalms based on exploratory activi- gcjentiflc preserve. R

the explorations tf Admiral Bellings-:

a dingle Russine expedition set foout:

cottine. ApprovediE ormiRe

to 4o eo This equated’ our owil '
rights in Antarctica, which ¥
based on priority and on total &
Iploratory activities that qwazf thos
of all other nations combingd, with.
the rights of the Soviet Union, based
on nothing more substentigi than '
| Bellingshausen's sighting of two oft-,.
shore islands in 1820. o

The letter of the university pl‘o-%
tessors denies that the treaty pro-
vides an entry wedge for Russia into

.he Antarctic continent. I challenge. @

this assertion. -

Entry Wedge for Russia -~ " 7i ~
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If the elsims of other nations andl
“the rights of the United States in
the Antarctic have any valldity at
all. then the Soviet Union has bestr
carrying on its International Geo~
physical Year actlvities at the bot-
tom of the world on the basis of &
kind of “visitor's visa.” The effsct
of the Antarctic treaty is to grant.
the Soviet Unton “full citizenship,”
s to speak, In the Antarctic. '
Conversely, the treaty downgr: '
the status and rights of the U o
States and other free natlons in the' . ;*
Antarctic, by the ritusl of granting.-
us—simultanecusly and eq withy
the Boviet Union—a “right citi-|
. genghip” in the Antarctlc continent}
conceived of as an Iinternational|-

. I am not suggesting that wet
should resort to foroe to terminatel
,Bovitt scientific activities In the

Anu cic. Subject to the right off ..

insp- -on, I would be quite prepared

to & nhem continue their sclentifics, -

activiies. But the Antarctic treaty

‘was a}ftainly not necessary for the, . .

pul of mocording them this pex‘-:t
misstdhy, There would have been no*
dangd} of conflict, no tension, had,
we LA fnatters stand as they wers,

~ THAA treaty, in short, was comn-
piettly uncalled for. It Is a gratul-
tog} give-away of American rightsy-.
in/the hpe that this will setaehow '
md |ty arl tmplacable aggressor. "

thih\vense, no matter what the in-

té ns of the Adm tration, the.

:tea\¥ constitutes an - of appease- .
. J. Dubp,

'menl;.\ . Tw) )
) ,  Untited - tates Henalp.
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